A-3 variables are included, the DV must vary for each state and each year. As such (and, again, following Hegre et al.), we delete all observations for (1) states that never experience a fatal MID and (2) years in which there are no fatal MIDs. All results are robust when we exclude fixed effects, regardless of whether we include all states and years or exclude those with no fatal MIDs. These additional robustness checks are available by request from the authors.
Intra-industry trade with respect to GDP
Although our primary models include specifications with interactions between the intra-industry trade index and lower dependence, we also include robustness check models in which we include a single measure of intra-industry trade that represents the lower proportion of GDP composed by intra-industry trade. We present to variants of these robustness checks in Table A-2: (1) excluding lower dependence, and (2) including lower dependence. This latter specification is useful to determine whether it is dependence on trade overall that results in a pacifying impact, or whether this influence stems only from intra-industry trade. Results are consistent in both of these robustness checks. All results are robust in both of these models.
Missing Data
This is an important issue to address, given that observations are not missing randomly. Instead, it tends to be South-South trade that is under-reported. To test for the robustness of our results, we accounted for missing data by (1) filling in missing values with zero, and (2) using multiple imputation in Stata 11 to fill in missing values. These A-4 results are presented in the third and fourth columns of Table A-2. Neither of these methods is without problems, but we contend that the robustness of our results to both methods provides additional confidence that the pattern we uncover does in fact exist. We explore both methods in detail below.
First, we create a new dyad-year level measure of intra industry trade that is equal to zero if the following conditions are met: 1) our primary intra industry measure has missing data (otherwise, the new measure equals the old measure)
2) we have at least some commodity level data for both dyad members (not necessarily for the dyad, however; it is enough if we have some commodity level data for each member with some third party)
3) the year range falls within 1962-2000, for which Feenstra's commodity-level data is available.
Second, we use multiple imputation in Stata 11. This method replaces missing values with multiple variants of simulated values (we create 5, a number limited by computer power), and then runs our primary models on all 5 variants, adjusting parameter estimates to account for uncertainty associated with missing values. 5 Following Rubin, we do not expect multiple imputation to predict accurately our missing data, but to allow for a more valid statistical inference in our primary models. 6 As with our zero-imputed models, we only impute values if:
A-5 
Additional Specifications
First, we present models in which we replace CINC score-derived capability measures with major power dummy variables in order to prevent multicollinearity between lower development (i.e., lower GDP per capita) and our capability measures. 7 Specifically, we remove the capability ratio and higher CINC score variables, and substitute dummy variables for one major power, and two major powers, such that zero major powers is the null category. Table A-3 presents Models A-7 through A-12:
replications of all six of our primary models using this specification. All results are robust to these specifications. Additionally, we find in Model A-12 that intra-industry trade has A-6 no significant impact on conflict when lower development is held at 0.
Second, in Table A-4 , we present additional single-equation robustness checks more closely specified in accordance to models in Hegre et al. 8 Specifically, we add the system size variable included in their models. Ultimately, this variable serves as a strong proxy of time, given the steady increase in the number of states between 1962 and 2000.
We present replications of models 1 and 2, each in two forms: (1) only adding the system size variable, and (2) removing our dummy variables for both democratic and both autocratic, and substituting lower polity score and higher polity score (using the 21 point combined score from the Polity IV project). These latter specifications using lower and higher polity scores are essentially identical to the conflict models utilized by Hegre et al (2010). 9 Finally, in Table A 
